Maine Peace Action Committee Newsletter by Maine Peace Action Committee
The University of Maine 
DigitalCommons@UMaine 
General University of Maine Publications University of Maine Publications 
Spring 2014 
Maine Peace Action Committee Newsletter 
Maine Peace Action Committee 
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.library.umaine.edu/univ_publications 
 Part of the Higher Education Commons, and the History Commons 
This Newsletter is brought to you for free and open access by DigitalCommons@UMaine. It has been accepted for 
inclusion in General University of Maine Publications by an authorized administrator of DigitalCommons@UMaine. 
For more information, please contact um.library.technical.services@maine.edu. 
Maine Peace Action Committee
STATEMENT OF PURPOSE
The Maine Peace Action Committee(MPAC) was founded in 1974 with aspecial focus on ending the war in
Indochina. MPAC has been concerned with our
society’s violent and militaristic nature, which is
manifested in a lack of humane and progressive
values and a tendency towards solving problems
via destructive means.
Our general orientation takes the double focus
of analyzing and opposing militarism, or the
efforts to use nuclear weapons and other military
means to solve human problems, and imperialism,
or the efforts by powerful nations to use economic
and military means to impose their will upon less
powerful peoples.
Our nation’s pursuit of these policies under-
mines its ability to deal with the needs of its own
citizens and places us in greater danger of war.
Our tax dollars are used to develop first strike
capable weapons and to support repressive
regimes abroad. Consequently, there are fewer
dollars available for needed human services both
here and abroad.
If we direct our energy and other resources
into weapons systems, there is little left for
creative solutions to problems such as the world
food and fuel shortages which threaten our
survival.
We have seen human needs are neglected by
an existing government, and when that govern-
ment represses groups attempting to meet those
needs, violent upheaval has resulted. Our govern-
ment’s military economic support for such repres-
sive regimes has embroiled us in armed conflicts
which have escalated to full scale war and could
mean inevitable global destruction.
We support efforts to deal with each of these
problems since we see them as resulting and
contributing to an economic and political system
over which most of us have little control.
We in MPAC believe that while none of these
efforts by itself can bring about a completely just
society, together we can work toward more
comprehensive solutions. We feel that we can
best contribute by challenging militarism and
imperialism and proposing alternatives to these
policies.
We find we can act effectively if we focus on a
limited number of specific issues and campaigns.
We need projects which can:
1. unite people within our group
2. provide opportunities for action resulting in
measurable achievement
3. link our efforts with national campaigns; and
4. demonstrate the dynamics of militarism and
imperialism.
For our activities to be successful, we need to
educate ourselves about issues, analyze the
contributing factors, investigate alternative solu-
tions, decide strategy for implementing alterna-
tives, and share our understanding with the
community to enlist their support.
MPAC believes that people united and work-
ing together can redefine our values and change
our approach to problems so that we shall be able
to live in a free and creative society; indeed, such
efforts are imperative if we are to survive.
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Forty years ago in 1974, The Maine PeaceAction Committee was formed to protestthe Vietnam War. When the group origi-
nally started it had many members who had other
peace and justice priorities, but in its first year of
its existence they decided that ending the
Vietnam War was going to be the main focus.
This included raising awareness about the history,
economics, politics, and other aspects behind the
war effort.
The 1970s
During the first year the group worked onorganizing concerts and showing movies to
help raise concern. They even had two
Vietnamese speakers come in to talk about the
events. On April 30, 1975, while one of the
Vietnamese guests was speaking it was
announced that the long war finally had ended. 
In the Fall of 1975, MPAC engaged in lively
discussions about the group’s new focus. This was
the birth of the Statement of Purpose, which still
appears in every MPAC Newsletter. It was
decided that though many of the members had
ideas of other progressive causes, that the group
would have two major focuses: anti-militarism, or
working for alternatives to dominant, violent,
and militaristic means for solving human prob-
lems, and anti-imperialism, or working for alter-
natives to economic and military domination of
powerful nations and corporations.
MPAC began to focus on the increasing
Nuclear Arms race, which MPAC quickly began
campaigning against. Andy Piascik, a former
MPAC member from 1976–1979, recalled that
MPAC was doing a lot of educational and activist
movements during this time. A couple of demon-
strations that Andy recalled were right here in
New England. The first happened in 1977 where
many MPAC members participated in a demon-
stration against the B-1 bomber at the Bangor
Office of a Maine Senator. The second that Andy
told me was a large scale demonstration in
Seabrook, New Hampshire that happened later in
‘77. They were taking part in a civil disobedience
action at the nuclear facility there. 
The following year, in 1978, MPAC began
working on one of the largest movements in its
history, the anti-apartheid movement. MPAC
tied US opposition to the liberation movement in
South Africa by documenting investments the
University of Maine had in corporations doing
business in South Africa. This movement lasted
until the 1980s. During this time MPAC began
working with women’s reproductive rights and
the rich history of women as activist leaders.
“Much of that work was spearheaded by long-
time peace and justice activist Ilze Petersens and
Diane Elze, a very dedicated MPAC member and
radical feminist,” said Andy after I asked him
about MPAC in the 70s. Much of Ilze’s work has
carried seeing as she helps run and organize The
Peace and Justice Center of Eastern Maine in
Bangor. 
On Campus MPAC
began working very
hard to get a voice
about issues with the
politics of the
University. To help get
a voice two members
of MPAC, Cheryl
Hook and Deb Bridge,
were elected into
Student Government
and worked to move
that group into a more
progressive direction.
Near the end of
Andy’s time with
MPAC the group put
together several
events to have
students have a
greater say to tenure
decisions after two
radical professors from
the Sociology
Department were
denied tenure, one of
which was an MPAC
member named Gil
Zicklin. 
To be fair one of
the greatest contribu-
tors to MPAC was
Doug Allen. He
played a key role in
keeping MPAC
together and helping
with several move-
ments as he’s done
over the past forty years. “Doug has played a
crucial role in keeping MPAC together,” Andy
said about MPAC’s Faculty Adviser, “by putting
his knowledge, skills, commitment, and organiz-
ing ability to great use in guiding four decades
worth of students, faculty, and community resi-
dents.”
The 1980s
In the early 1980s MPAC was strongly involvedwith the anti-apartheid movement. They were
even able to form a subcommittee for it. It
involved high-level educational work, and
actions through 1987. As such The University of
Maine became the site for many South African
speakers, movies, plays, concerts, demonstra-
tions, marches, and even a nonviolent occupa-
tion of the President’s office in Alumni Hall.
Overall this was one of MPAC’s greatest achieve-
ments. In the end the University of Maine, The
University System, and finally the UMaine
Foundation divested all holdings in banks and
corporations doing business in South Africa.
UMaine was one of the first ten universities in the
United States to divest completely. 
MPAC members (far left) march with one million others for nuclear disarmament, to
Central Park, New York City, June 12, 1982 (Eric T. Olson photo)
Vietnam War Protest in Washington, D.C. October 21,
1967. Sign reads "GET THE HELLicopters OUT OF VIET-
NAM" (Frank Wolfe photo, public domain)
MPAC members protest apartheid, build Shantytown at the University of Maine,
October 1985  (Debbie Valenti photo)
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MPAC also was continuing to work in the
Anti-Nuclear Subcommittee that was providing
educational material. This Subcommittee was a
continuation from the work that began in the
1970s. 
MPAC also had a subcommittee for the CIA
recruitment on Campus, which was another great
success for the campus community and in chang-
ing UMaine policies. The CIA was given special
privileges and was able to secretly recruit people
on campus. MPAC exposed this secret recruit-
ment and with activist organizing, the
Administration agreed that the CIA recruitment,
as with business and other recruiters, should be
open and transparent, and that there should be
educational sessions in which positions for and
against the CIA could be present so that students
were better informed. 
MPAC’s fourth subcommittee dealt with the
Reagan Administration’s militaristic interven-
tions and imperialistic policies toward Central
America. The Subcommittee on Central
America helped organize to have speakers come
in to talk about the issues. They also helped show
films, protests and other actions focusing on what
was happening in Nicaragua, El Salvador, and
other parts of Central America.
The 1990s
The major issue in the 1990’s was the firstGulf/Iraq war under President Bush, Senior,
as well as opposition to the policies of the Clinton
Administration towards Iraq. MPAC was
concerned with the hundreds of thousands of
innocent Iraqis that were suffering because of the
U.S. military, economic, and political policies.
The group also grew concerned about the Clinton
Administration’s growing militaristic and imperi-
alistic globalization. MPAC also educated the
campus as to how the US had previously
supported the Saddam Hussein dictatorship
during the 1980s.
MPAC was also involved in educational and
action campaigns directed towards Central and
South Africa. Included were activist efforts
against the Cuban Embargo and the support of
the dictatorship in Haiti. Due to the U.S. opposi-
tion to the Haitian democracy, MPAC decided to
set up a shanty town right in front of the library
to raise awareness against the US’s attitude
towards Haiti’s government. 
The 2000s
In the dawn of a new millennium, MPAC’s
first major issue happened in September 11th
2001. It was the beginning of trying to reply to the
9/11 attacks. The U.S. was defining a new post-
9/11 world in dangerous and unjust imperialistic
and militaristic ways.
What MPAC was
concerned with were
alternative approaches
as to what brings us
real security, peace and
justice.
In 2010–2012
MPAC was facing
issues such as
economic inequality,
corporate control of
the government, and
militarism. Not only
that, it was a time
when all the members
were new to the group.
One of MPAC’s well-
known members, Dan White, talked about how
the Occupy movement really helped get the
message out there. The Occupy movement was
really the biggest part for this time, because it
spoke to so many people. The fall of 2011, Dan
White and Eric Collins began working to focus
the group and to talk about income
inequality.They held weekly rallies with their
fellow members to support the Occupy move-
ment. They were merely chanting against the
inequality of wealth, the military-industrial
complex, and student debt. 
Dan also mentioned how MPAC in order to
help display the wealth inequality made a demon-
stration called “Poverty on the Mall,” where the
group went out and made a shanty town made of
cardboard and demonstrated and educated about
the different types of poverty and how they could
be related to the 1% domination of our society
and the world. Later MPAC would host a demon-
stration called “Progress on the Mall,” where
member camped out on the campus mall, both
events were done to help make connections
between the issues related to the corporate 1%. 
During my time with the group MPAC began
campaigning about the student debt issue. We
made connections with the movement that
occurred in Québec, where the student tuition
was going to be raised by their prime minister, but
hundreds of students came out against this idea
and helped persuade many people to vote the
idea down. The symbol of this movement was a
simple little red square, a symbol which we
adapted to the beginning of our campaign here in
Maine.
Looking Forward
We are currently looking into the Pay It
Forward program that was originally started in
Oregon. The program deals with students not
paying for college right up, but they will pay a
percentage of their income after they graduate for
a certain amount of years. That money would
then feed the program and feed the next genera-
tion’s education. MPAC is also working with
many different groups in their progressive move-
ments. One of which the University of Maine’s
environmental group, the Green Team, have
been working on a campaign to have the
University divest from oil and natural gas compa-
nies with the student’s money. We here at MPAC
are looking towards the future and are willing to
work harder and harder to stand up for what we
believe is right and just.
—Dan Shorette
Free South Africa Shantytown on the University of Maine mall, October 1985 (Eric T. Olson photo)
On day of mass protest against impending Iraq war, hundreds gather at the Federal
Building in frigid Bangor on February 15, 2003 (Eric T. Olson photo)
Forty Years
(continued from Page 2)
DIVESTMENT AND CLIMATE JUSTICE
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Divest UMaine is a coalition ofstudent, faculty, staff and alumnifrom throughout the University
of Maine System, who have joined the
international movement to divest
schools, cities and other institutions
from the fossil fuel industry. The logic
behind divestment is powerful and
simple: The fossil fuel industry is actively
planning to extract and burn five times
more carbon than we can afford to emit
and still keep average global temperature
rise under two degrees C, the level
agreed on by world governments to
prevent catastrophic climate change.
The business model of the fossil fuel
industry will cause us to overshoot our carbon
budget five times over. Divesting is a way to strip
these companies of their unparalleled political
power— power they are using to lock the world
into escalating climate change. Divestment is a
potent tactic for organizing our communities
around the need to curb carbon emissions. But in
order to strike at the true causes of climate
change, divestment must be about more than just
carbon emissions. 
Floods, droughts, extreme temperatures,
extreme storms—every day we bear witness to
the fact that climate change is the reality of our
times. Given the overwhelming evidence that our
window for reversing climate change is danger-
ously small, it is easy to conclude that our use of
carbon is the most pressing issue facing humanity.
It’s easy to argue that climate change carries the
trump card when it comes to social and environ-
mental issues, and that we must drop everything
to fight it. In reality, the systems that cause
climate change are the same systems we must
struggle against in
our movements for
social justice. No one
benefits from ranking
issues of justice. We
must work together
to find common
cause. 
When we place
carbon emissions at
the center of our
struggle to stop
climate change, we
risk creating “solu-
tions” that are
controlled by the elite, solutions which do noth-
ing to undermine root causes like racism, classism
and economic exploitation of people and the
environment. Climate justice is a movement lead
by people at the front lines of the climate crisis—
people directly experiencing the
devastation caused by our
current energy system, usually
people of color, indigenous
people, and poor people. The
Climate Justice Alliance (CJA)
is just one example of a group
doing this kind of organizing.
CJA is “rooted in Indigenous,
African American, Latino,
Asian Pacific Islander, and
working-class white communi-
ties throughout the U.S.” CJA
advocates for community-
owned energy systems, and a
just transition to local living
economies. 
Divestment is not inherently
a tactic for climate justice, but it can be, if we use
it as a platform to elevate the voices of those at
the front lines. It can be a tactic for climate
justice if we choose to focus on who is most
impacted by carbon emissions, not just on the
numbers. Part of CJA’s vision includes repara-
tions—calling for solutions that “make amends
for the historic responsibilities for the crises we
face, from over-consumption of ‘atmospheric
space’ by the Western Industrialized counties to
the Trans-Atlantic
Slave Trade.” Carbon
pollution has mostly
been perpetrated by
W e s t e r n
I n d u s t r i a l i z e d
nations, and yet the
poorer nations of the
global south will be
hit hardest by climate
change. When
divestment is a tactic
for climate justice, it
means we are
committed to
addressing these
deep inequities underlying the climate
crisis. 
Divest UMaine has been making
great strides in elevating the issue of
climate change in our university
community. Students have gathered
close to 1,000 signatures of support.
They have organized events and film
screenings. At the University of
Southern Maine, students organized to
pass a student senate resolution calling
for divestment. They also organized with
students responding to the budget cuts
to produce a Student Vision for the
University that included responsible
investing. In February, Divest UMaine
students met with the University of Maine
System Investment Committee and made a pres-
entation that garnered significant press coverage. 
All of the exciting successes of the last year are
only the beginning. Students know that divest-
ment might take many years, and that divestment
isn’t even the end goal. The end goal is a more
vibrant organizing culture on our campuses, and
a university community that is awakened to the
principles of climate justice. We must work to
hold ourselves accountable to this vision every
step along the way. 
When the University of Maine divested from
Apartheid South Africa in 1982, we set a prece-
dent that the morality of where we invest our
money matters. We also set an example— that
when students get organized, we have the power
to change the way our institution operates. We
have the power to make changes in our schools,
and in political systems that are indifferent to
suffering, oppression and exploitation. Today, we
must organize together to assert that an energy
system that is built on the exploitation of people
and the planet is wrong. An energy system that
treats people and communities as expendable is
wrong. We must organize to divest for climate
justice. 
—Meaghan LaSala
SOCIALISM:
A VIABLE ALTERNATIVE
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There are a number of indicators thatdemonstrate the failings of the political-economic system we know as capitalism.
In the most affluent country in the world, we find
that for every homeless person there are over
twenty empty, unused homes; while almost half
the country is in poverty or near poverty, the rich-
est one percent control over forty percent of the
nation's wealth; while there is consensus from the
scientific community verifying climate change
and ecological crises, subsidies
and resources are still funneled
into the oil industry. The list of
issues could go on and on, span-
ning each and every aspect of life
including food, health, energy,
social relationships, infrastruc-
ture, transportation and so on. 
In recent years, public aware-
ness of the crises we are facing
has unavoidably increased, as
these issues have loudly pene-
trated our lives, whether it is
thirty thousand dollars of
student loan debt for the college
graduate or the average family
struggling to get by in a deflated
economy. The Occupy Wall
Street movement is an expres-
sion of this rise in awareness, as
well as the many other forms of
mobilization and unrest around the world. Many
people who have long been working to end corpo-
rate domination, militarism, racism, sexism and
other issues structurally inherent to capitalism
insist that we are getting closer to wide-scale
consideration and acceptance of viable alterna-
tives to the capitalistic system. 
Essential Features of a Genuine
Socialism
When we talk about socialism, we often mustclarify what we mean by “socialism”, and
what its essential features and values are. Some
people in our society, and likely this is more true
of older generations who experienced the decades
of the cold war, have the impression that social-
ism was what the Soviet Union tried, or what
China is doing today. Before delving into some
details of what our intended state of socialism is,
let's examine how our socialism is not anything
like those of the Soviet Union or China. 
Richard Wolff, professor of economics at The
New School, frequently addresses this miscon-
ception by illustrating how the Soviet Union's
political-economic structure is actually far more
similar to the capitalistic system than a genuine
socialistic one. Wolff points out how the capital-
istic structure is based on the existence of two
main classes: the capitalistic class, who, in an
enterprise, own and control capital (resources
and technology) and make decisions for all
aspects of production such as what is produced,
how much, what to do with profits, whether to
ship production over-seas, and when to cut jobs;
and the non-capitalist class, which includes
wage-workers and every one else in society who
does not have a say in production beyond being
able to choose among a narrow pre-defined list of
commodities which carry the brand appearance
of being unique. In the Soviet Union, Wolff
describes, the same structure is mirrored, except
rather than the corporate capitalistic class which
dominates our society, it was the state that made
all the decisions of production while the public
remained disempowered. 
The genuine socialism that we have in mind is
based on a restructuring of power relations.
Rather than the top-down hierarchies that
pervade all of our social institutions, a socialistic
society is based on democratic principles which
uphold the right and value of each person's voice
in decision processes. In this business world,
Wolff refers to this structuring as “economic
democracy”. There are already a number of busi-
ness enterprises which operate accordingly, in
which all members come together regularly to
decide on aspects of production. When we
compare these democratic enterprises with tradi-
tional capitalistic enterprises, we find compelling
evidence of the value of the former over the
latter. When workers have a say in production,
they care more for their job because they know
they are working for themselves and each other
rather than working for “the boss”. In democratic
enterprises, when workers are more efficient and
more productive, they share in the greater profits.
While in capitalistic corporations CEO pay can
be 300 to 400 times as much as the average
worker's pay, in these democratic enterprises the
CEO figure, who is democratically elected, often
makes just five or ten times as much as the aver-
age worker's pay. When all workers have a say in
matters of production, they will not choose to
ship their jobs overseas, cut their wages and bene-
fits, or pollute their own backyards—all of which
are issues we see when a rich, elite board of direc-
tors makes all the decisions in the capitalistic
enterprise. 
Aside from the business world, the same value
of shared, horizontal power and egalitarian rela-
tions would be upheld in every social sphere.
There are schools today, such as the Sudsbury
school in Massachusetts, which function accord-
ing to democratic processes in which all students
are invited to participate and have a voice. In a
socialistic society, from an early age we would be
conditioned to relate with each
other through these cooperative
and democratic structures.
Another main feature of a
genuine socialistic society is the
shared ownership or manage-
ment of the commons including
air, water, land, minerals, and
works of art and creativity. It is
incredible how few people own
and control these resources
within the capitalistic system.
We might ask, how did the
corporations come to own the
water? What right do they have
to control all of the resources
which should either belong to
no one or belong to everyone? In
our socialistic vision, the public
would share in the wealth of
these resources, and they would be responsibly
managed based on sustainability, fairness, and
need. 
From Each According to Their Ability,
To Each According to Their Need
Asocialistic economy exists to enrich the livesof the people. Rather than the collective
capitalistic intention to maximize growth of the
economy, the socialistic society would make it the
highest priority that everyone's essential needs
are met, and that each person has sufficient
opportunities to live the fullest human life possi-
ble. A maxim of the socialistic vision is “from
each according to their ability and to each
according to their need”.
Some protest that guaranteeing people's needs
will result in widescale parasitic laziness, but such
a view is degrading of our humanity, assuming
that people will cheat and take advantage of
others when they can. Actually, people most
often cut corners in disempowering situations,
such as low wage, non-democratic jobs that char-
acterize the capitalistic economy. In a socialistic
society, rather than coercing people to comply
with rules and structures of control, nurturing
conditions would affirm people and invite them
to participate and have a voice from an early age.
Such an environment, allowing people to explore
and discover inner qualities and the motivation
to develop and share these qualities is very natu-
ral and depends neither on great financial
rewards nor on threats of punishment. 
See Socialism on Page 8
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Recent developments inLatin America continuethat region’s remarkable
surge toward democracy and
socialism and away from the
clutches of US imperialism. Left
parties have won recent presiden-
tial elections in Chile and El
Salvador, and a candidate of the
Left is virtually assured of victory
in Costa Rica’s presidential elec-
tion on April 6. In addition, the
ruling United Socialist Party of
Venezuela (known by its Spanish
acronym PSUV) won a substan-
tial majority of nationwide races in December,
nine months after PSUV leader Nicolas Maduro
was elected to succeed the late Hugo Chavez as
president. One discordant note was the election
of the reactionary National Party’s Juan Orlando
Hernandez as president of Honduras over LIBRE
candidate Xiomara de Castro on November 24 in
an election marred by massive fraud.
In Venezuela, the PSUV’s big victory came
despite ongoing efforts by reactionaries to under-
mine the economy and destabilize the advances
of the Bolivarian Revolution. Violence by opposi-
tionists from the upper classes broke out in
February in an effort to turn the clock back to the
days when a tiny elite owned most of the nation’s
wealth, while the vast majority lived in squalor.
Though the Bolivarian government has wide-
spread support throughout Latin America as well,
indeed, as it has throughout the world, the
United States is aiding the counterrevolution and
is threatening sanctions.  The US talks inces-
santly about violence by the Venezuelan govern-
ment in the current volatile situation, yet it is the
reactionaries who have done most of the killing.
Among those killed was a government supporter
riding a motorcycle decapitated by wire strung
across a street by oppositionists.
The United States has been working with the
Venezuelan oligarchy to undermine the
Bolivarians ever since Chavez was elected presi-
dent in 1999 and escalated those efforts after
Chavez’s death last year. The State Department,
the CIA, USAID and Non-Governmental
Organizations such as CANVAS and Freedom
House have poured tens of millions of dollars into
Venezuela in support of sabotage, widespread
media propaganda and hoarding and shutdowns
by businesses. These efforts are widely known
throughout the Hemisphere if not here, and for
many Latin Americans undoubtedly bring to
mind events leading up to the 1973 coup in
Chile. That effort was also armed and financed by
the US and resulted in the overthrow of the
democratically elected government of socialist
Salvador Allende by the fascist Augusto
Pinochet. 
The US was also deeply involved in the 2002
military coup that temporarily deposed Chavez,
only to be repulsed by a popular uprising. Though
Venezuela has structures and levels of popular
participation in fundamental decision-making
that exceed those in virtually every country in the
world, Washington and the corporate media have
been hammering away for 15 years with the lie
that it is a dictatorship that must go. One distor-
tion among many is the nature of the “labor
strikes” that have periodically disrupted
Venezuela throughout the Bolivarian years. 
In reality, most every one of these strikes was a
lock-out by business owners involved in or
supportive of the counterrevolution. Workers
would show up at work, only to find the factory,
mill or refinery closed. Highly-paid union bureau-
crats like Carlos Ortega, who assumed control of
the influential Confederation of Venezuelan
Workers (CTV) despite never having been duly
elected, collaborated with these efforts. The
working classes, by contrast, are the most stead-
fast supporters of the Bolivarians.  
Documents unearthed recently by investiga-
tive reporter and attorney Eva Golinger reveal
that the former Colombian dictator Alavaro
Uribe and paramilitaries from Colombia are also
involved in the dirty work in Venezuela.
Colombia is one of the US’s last remaining client
states in the region and receives more aid from
Washington by far than any country in the
Hemisphere, aid that is used primarily to suppress
a growing movement that, like those throughout
the region, is made up of women’s groups,
campesinos, workers, indigenous groups, students
and revolutionaries. 
Uribe’s and Colombia’s involvement hearkens
back to Operation Condor, a campaign in the
1970’s and 1980’s in which the US and five mili-
tary dictatorships in South America coordinated
efforts to obliterate progressive and revolutionary
opponents. So while the US talks incessantly
about “democracy promotion,”
people throughout Latin America
and the rest of the global South
know all too well from a long and
brutal history that such talk is a
cover for the real objective of
destroying any and all challenges
to imperialism.
Meanwhile, the alliance
between the United States and
the Honduran oligarchy was
strengthened by last fall’s stolen
election. The oligarchy’s
National Party took power in an
equally fraudulent 2009 election held on the
heels of a military coup that overthrew the demo-
cratically-elected progressive Manuel Zelaya
because of reforms he implemented to improve
the livelihoods of the general population. The
LIBRE party was formed by the movement that
supported Zelaya, and hundreds of its members
and candidates, along with journalists and human
rights workers opposed to the coup government,
were murdered in the months leading up to the
November election. Zelaya was driven into exile
for several years and legally barred from running
in either election by the coup regime. 
On the day of the election, hundreds of inter-
national observers witnessed widespread alter-
ation of ballots, vote-buying, intimidation and
violence by the Honduran military, paramilitary
squads and others allied with the NP. The fraud
was of such magnitude that it undoubtedly swung
the results, as every non-partisan pre-election
poll indicated de Castro was comfortably ahead.
The US immediately recognized the results as
valid, just as it did in 2009 when it was virtually
alone in the Hemisphere in recognizing the coup
and the first post-coup election.
Poverty has increased dramatically since the
coup so that Honduras is now the second poorest
country in the Hemisphere, ahead only of Haiti.
State violence has risen to an even higher level
since the November election as the NP govern-
ment clears the way for mining companies and
other Western investors. While LIBRE and its
constituents are the targets of the violence, they
bravely struggle on, organizing and mobilizing.  
In Chile, moderate socialist Michelle Bachelet
was elected president in December while Camila
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Vallejo, revolutionary leader of the 2011 student
rebellion, was elected to Congress.  Chile remains
scarred by the 17-year Pinochet dictatorship, as
Bachelet can attest: her father was an official in
Allende’s government who died in one of
Pinochet’s prisons and she herself was detained
and forced out of the country. Since being
elected, Bachelet has mapped out a legislative
agenda that is quite popular and quite radical.
In El Salvador’s presidential election on
March 9, Salvador Sanchez Ceren of the incum-
bent Farabundo Marti National Liberation Front
(FMLN) won a narrow victory over Norman
Quijano of ARENA. The FMLN is the country’s
revolutionary coalition that led the fight against
imperialism and the far-right during the 1980–92
civil war. In the five years since it gained the pres-
idency, the FMLN has instituted land reform and
other progressive legislation while also advocat-
ing independent development through organiza-
tions like the Bolivarian Alliance of the
Americas.
ARENA, on the other hand, is the party of the
1980’s death squads founded by Roberto
D’Aubisson who, along with Jonas Savimbi, P.W.
Botha, Osama bin Laden and Saddam Hussein,
was on Ronald Reagan’s short list of favorite
terrorists. Since the election, ARENA has issued
statements that sound ominously like a threat to
re-launch civil war. For its part, the US is not
pleased with the FMLN victory. Though it has
made no overt move against El Salvador yet, it
continues to demand austerity measures that
favor investors and endanger reform efforts.
Next up on the electoral front is the presiden-
tial vote in Costa Rica on April 6, where Luis
Guillermo Solis of the left Citizen Action Party
(PAC) is an almost certain winner because of the
withdrawal of the incumbent party’s candidate.
Socialist Jose Maria Villalta of the Broad Front
(FA) did better than any revolutionary candidate
in Costa Rican history in the first round of the
election and the FA is likely to work in coalition
with the PAC to address vast wealth inequalities
and imperial domination.
As we know all too well in the US, where both
parties are controlled by the business class and
politicians by definition rule in opposition to the
popular interest, it’s a mistake to read too much
into elections. In Latin America, however, people
long terrorized by imperialism have built vibrant
movements that made possible the Bachelet,
LIBRE, Bolivarian, FMLN, PAC and FA candida-
cies. Together with the mass movements that led
to the electoral victories of the Sandinistas in
Nicaragua, the Movement for Socialism in
Bolivia, the Workers Party in Brazil, the Broad
Front in Uruguay and the PAIS Alliance in
Ecuador, these parties and states have formed a
formidable challenge to international capital.
Many participants have been killed in the process
and others languish in prisons, yet tens of thou-
sands carry on, risking all in the fight for freedom. 
Though the tide has definitely turned from the
days of the Somoza family in Nicaragua, Rafael
Trujillo in the Dominican Republic, Fulgencio
Batista in Cuba and the rest of the long list of
despots in the employ of the United States, obsta-
cles remain. Increasingly, popular organizations
are in conflict with the very left-of-center presi-
dents who road their efforts to office and have
proven all too willing to accommodate multina-
tional corporations—Evo Morales in Bolivia,
Daniel Ortega in Nicaragua, even Bachelet
herself in her first go-round as president of Chile.
This phenomenon is perhaps most pronounced in
Brazil, where the once popular Workers Party of
“Lula” da Silva and current president Dilma
Rousseff has almost completely abandoned the
people’s platform and embraced neoliberalism.
In many ways, this accommodation is the hall-
mark of political figures from the upper and
professional classes, though it is also evident in
the trajectory of some with deep working class
roots like Morales. Such politicians embody a
trend that, while socialist in ways, also seeks to
reconcile irreconcilable class conflict. They view
the running of society as the purview of profes-
sional politicians such as themselves and gener-
ally keep the mass movements that catapulted
them to office at arm’s length. With popular
organizations excluded, office holders are suscep-
tible to the intense pressures from Washington,
the International Monetary Fund, the World
Bank and multinational corporations. In some
cases like Brazil, those who once spoke
eloquently of socialism, democracy and
equality go almost entirely over to the other
side.
The revolutionary socialist approach in
Venezuela, on the other hand, is based on
the active participation of the country’s
people. That participation consists, among
other things, of rank and file control of
unions, special attention to the rights of the
indigenous, and the formation of coopera-
tives and people’s councils that play signifi-
cant roles in social and economic planning
and decision-making. That is a stark chal-
lenge to the old-style oligarchy and imperial-
ism, and explains why reactionary elites and
the US ruling class are especially hostile to
the Bolivarian Revolution.
Continuing problems where left-of-center
parties have been voted into national office
also speak to the limitations of electoral poli-
tics. Many popular organizations know of these
limitations and have demonstrated again and
again that, whether blocking a mine, stopping
construction of a dam or standing up to the army,
participatory democracy and direct action are the
foundations on which a new Latin America will
be built. The issue is whether these forces can
build structures strong enough to control and,
where necessary, remove those they elect to
national office while simultaneously fending off
the forces of counterrevolution.
Still, whatever the flaws of those who road to
electoral office on the tide of popular insurgen-
cies, primary responsibility for the continuing
problems in these societies lies with Western
investors and those who serve them. Nicaragua,
for example, had much of its infrastructure
destroyed by contra terror. As in Indochina, the
US may have lost but it succeeded in laying waste
prospects for the development of an alternative
approach any time soon.
To prevent both complete and partial victories
for Empire, domestic solidarity efforts are of the
utmost importance. Though it may sometimes
seem small compared to the might of imperialism,
we know from the 1980’s that solidarity work
prevents worse violence. That 100,000–150,000
people were killed in Central America during
that time is horrible enough; the outright inva-
sions Washington desired, however, would have
resulted in a far higher toll and were prevented in
large part by groups like the Committee in
Solidarity with the People of El Salvador. The
people of Central America certainly know this, as
do imperial managers, even if millions of
Americans do not. So whenever one feels like
throwing one’s hands in the air and giving up
because the task seems overwhelming, remember
that that is precisely what the forces of darkness
want. Conversely, the cry of campesinos and
workers should ring loud and true in our ears at
all times and inspire us: “Help us by changing
your country.”
Nowhere are people moving forward as they
are in South and Central America. That is signif-
icant for us because democracy is contagious and
Latin America
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when global movements become strong enough,
it can spread even to the most unlikely of places
—the United States, say. In addition, successful
resistance to Empire brings us closer to the day
when we can finally shed the baggage of domina-
tion and exploitation and begin to relate to
people around the world in something approxi-
mating peace and harmony. For these and other
reasons we should pay attention to and support
the many positive developments to our south.   
There are excellent resources on Latin America
in English including: http://nacla.org
http://venezuelanalysis.com,
http://upsidedownworld.org/main,
as well as activist solidarity groups like:
http://www.cispes.org, http://nisgua.org,
http://www.hondurassolidarity.org,
http://www.nicanet.org,  and 
http://colombiasupport.net
—Andy Piascik
Andy Piascik was a member of MPAC from 1976 to
1979 and has remained an activist since. He’s an
award-winning author who writes for Z Magazine,
The Indypendent, Counterpunch and many other
publications and websites. He can be reached at
andypiascik@yahoo.com.
In capitalistic society, all aspects of life have
become increasingly commodified. Food, health,
education, and housing have become commodi-
ties that can be purchased on the market if you
have enough money. As our current state shows,
this format leaves many people without basic life
necessities, and many more burdened with
unpayable debt and precarious working situa-
tions. In a socialistic society, these aspects of life
are considered human rights rather than
commodities. Without the extraordinary waste
and inequality we see inherent in the corporate
capitalistic market model, meeting the needs of
every person would be a relatively easy feat within
a socialistic society that is intentionally based
toward this end. We can create amazingly
complex technologies of destruction and
exploitation, or we can create just as amazingly
complex technologies and systems of health and
well being. 
In our current system, many people are
excluded from basic human needs and rights
because the structure of capitalism is not
intended toward those ends. Rather, capitalism's
purpose is to maximize economic growth. Both
sides of the political aisle largely view higher GDP
as a good thing. At the beginning of capitalism,
the idea of reaching the limits on Earth's natural
resources was among the wildest of dreams. The
technologies that existed allowed for truly fantas-
tic things to be created that have transformed
human life in a very short amount of time.
Though capitalistic growth has always been
achieved through oppression and exploitation,
earlier on, there was room for this technological
and economic growth and population expansion.
Today however, we face a different world. We
have more than enough technology to live decent
and wonderful lives, and the world is full of
people. Wouldn't it be better now to change our
collective productive intentions? Shouldn't we
now focus on health, well-being, and justice,
rather than economic growth and expansion?
Reallocating energy and resources away from the
great consumer market and towards meeting
human rights such as housing, healthcare, and
food is a matter of justice. 
When we speak of a socialistic society that
guarantees every one's needs are met, we do not
mean that a centralized agency controls how
resources are distributed and decides who
consumes what. The production of ample
amounts of healthy food, for instance, can be
done in localized, democratic, group empowering
ways. The same is true for construction of houses,
remodeling the infrastructure for renewable
energy, and other areas of needed production.
There can be a market as well with much more
locally made, high quality goods, since more
people would have the time and resources avail-
able to pursue their creative interests. 
Conclusion
Anational organization of interest for thoselooking to become involved in the work of
creating such a society is Socialist Alternative.
Some of the aspects of a socialistic society which
SA is working for include free higher education,
cancellation of all student loan debt, a guaran-
teed $600/week income for unemployed,
disabled, stay at home parents, elderly, and others
unable to work, and, currently a central issue, a
$15/hour minimum wage. 
Though much work remains to be done, and
many changes remain to be made both on
personal and structural levels, there is certainly a
shift underway toward the type of socialistic soci-
ety I have been describing. One indicator of this
is the growing awareness of the flawed capitalistic
state. Another example is the growing aspects of
collaboration, cooperation, locality, sustainability
within the economy and society. Wikipedia, a
mass social effort of collaboration in distributing
information for free, is an example of this, while
the growing numbers of various forms of coopera-
tives, local sustainable food production, and
different forms of neighborhood governance
groups, most notably in Cleveland, Ohio, are
other signs of this shift. I personally find reason
for hope in the younger generations which show
themselves to be much more open to alternatives
to the capitalistic system as well as accepting and
open to various forms of diversity in areas such as
gender, sexuality, race, ethnicity and belief.
If we are to transform into a viable democrati-
cally socialistic society, then I believe we will have
to become politically engaged in addition to
supporting the alternative segments of our econ-
omy. While corporations still hold a tremendous
amount of power, resistance to these powers and
the structures which have allowed and encour-
aged them to grow is an opportunity for us to
come together and uphold the new values and
forms of relation which we hope will become the
norm.
—Dan White
Socialism
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Once there was a kingdom, with rivers fullof fish, fields which yielded heaps ofgrain, and forests abounding with game.
Yet the people in this kingdom were not happy.
For the king who ruled this kingdom did not see
his subjects and listened only to a select few
nobles who did nothing but quarrel and spend all
their time and energy attempting to gain
the favor of their king in order to amass
as much wealth as possible.
They said, “Give us the fish and the
grain and the meat. Give us power over
the rivers and the fields and the forests.”
And when the king would say, “Why
then what will become of my lower
subjects? If I give you all the food in my
domains, what will they eat?” For he
knew, somehow, that he was king to take
care of them.
“You hardly spend any time outside of your
palace. How should you know what the people
want? We know what's best for them. Give us the
land and the food and we will feed them.”
And so the king did. He apportioned pieces of
his land off to the nobles and gave them jurisdic-
tion over it and told them to use the resources as
they saw fit.
But the nobles really cared nothing for the
people. They knew that it was a weak spot of their
king that he was so insecure about whether or not
he made his people happy and they knew that if
they could take the responsibility away from him,
it would put him in their debt. And so when their
king gave them the land, they took it all for them-
selves and would give nothing to the king's
subjects unless they paid for it. And because the
people did not have the money, they could not
get enough land or food, although there was
clearly an abundance of both. So the grain and
the fish and the meat all rotted away because the
people could not buy it all and the nobles did not
need it.
The nobles said to themselves, “Why are these
people not buying the food? It is because it is so
costly. If we harvest more, we can bring the price
down and they will buy more, all with increased
benefit to us.”
And that's what they did. They overfished the
rivers and over hunted the forests and forced the
fields to yield more grain and did not let them lie
fallow. But this did not work either because,
although the people themselves would buy more
of the food, the land was slowly being depleted.
And as the people and the land became poorer
and poorer, the nobles became richer and richer.
Now there was a boy who lived in one of the
villages in that kingdom and he saw what was
happening to the people and he knew it wasn’t
right and vowed to do something about it.
“If I could only see the king,” he said idealisti-
cally, “then I could convince him that the nobles
really do not know what's best for us and that he
could know how we truly are.”
He knew though that a boy such as himself
could never gain credence with the king. But he
thought to himself, “If I ask my grandmother's
spirit, I will know what to do.” And so he went to
her grave.
Now on her grave grew a hazel tree, and that
tree had grown strong, watered by the tears of the
family, although the rest of the plants in the area
had grown sickly from the way the soil had been
depleted.
“Grandmother,” he begged. “How can I save
the people who are dying? The king cares nothing
for us and will not listen.”
And as he stood there in silence afterward, the
wind came and it blew its way through the
branches of the hazel tree and it seemed to say to
him, “All will be well.” So, much comforted, he
returned home trusting that he would find a way
to save the kingdom.
That night, as the king lay sleeping, he
dreamed that a woman came to him. She had
long flowing hair and her skin was the color of the
bark of the hazel tree. She wore a gown of pale,
spring green cloth and it seemed as though she
floated. She motioned him to come and the king
rose up from his bed and followed her.
“Where are we going?” he asked, but she made
no answer. Somehow he felt compelled to follow
her.
They went through the corridors and out the
door of the palace but nothing was as it should be.
Instead of the usual gardens was a flat, deserted
wasteland and when the king looked behind him
he could not see his palace any more. It had
vanished and there was no way for him to go
back. He followed his guide on until they came to
a river which flowed with blood. Suddenly a barge
appeared, as if bidden, but there was not a single
soul on it. The king and his guide stepped onto
the barge and it carried them across the river.
There they came to a garden, but it was a far cry
from the beautiful gardens that the king was used
to. The trees were heavy with fruit, but it all
rotted as it grew and fell off as new fruit came to
take its place and also rotted.
At long last the woman stopped before an
apple tree and there she sat and bade the king sit
also.
“Tell me what this means!” he cried, for the
scenes they had passed through had deeply unset-
tled him. “Speak to me, please!”
She began suddenly to speak in a calm voice,
“The barren waste through which we came is
your people and your land who are starving for
food and care. The garden we are in now are your
nobles who horde the food for them-
selves and rot themselves with their
complacency and lack of use. The river
we passed through is the blood which
will be shed between them if this contin-
ues, the blood of your people who will
die.”
The king felt a shudder pass through
him. “Will it always be this way?”
“There is a way to stop further harm,”
she replied. “Across seven times seven
kingdoms is the scroll of prosperity.
When you have that scroll, its message will make
your land fruitful again and your people happy.
You must send out a proclamation bidding all who
would try to go in search of it. And the one who
brings it back to you will be the one fit to rule
with you and that one will save your kingdom.”
She pulled an apple from the branch above her
head, the one fruit on the tree which had not
rotted and bade him take a bite. He felt a great
drowsiness come upon him and he fell asleep.
When the king awoke he was back in his own
bed. But he remembered the dream he had had
and straightaway he made himself ready and
began to write out the proclamation, which he
then posted on the palace gates.
And it said this: “Whosoever shall journey
across seven times seven kingdoms and fetch
back such and such a scroll will be joint ruler of
my kingdom.”
All the noblemen saw the proclamation as
they went in to advise the king and they resolved
to undertake the task in hopes of gaining even
more power. One after another they set out with
money and with cake and wine to provide them
food.
The first nobleman rode for a long time and a
short time until he passed an old woman on the
road, but he did not know her. “Give me some of
your cake and wine, Sir, for I am starving.”
“Be gone, you old hag! I need this food for
myself.” He rode on and further on until he came
to a young girl dressed in rags.
“Give me one of your golden coins, Sir, for I
have no money to buy medicine for my sick
mother.”
“Be gone, wretch! You must work if you want
money. You are poor because you are lazy.”
He rode still further until he came to a cross-
roads and there were two signs and they read as
such:
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“Whoever wishes to have unchecked power
must take the left hand fork; whoever wishes to
have guidance must take the right hand fork.” 
And the nobleman thought to himself, “Of
course I will take the left.” And so he set off down
the left hand fork.
But he soon came to a tall hill of glass which
he could not pass. He began to start up it on his
horse, but he could not get more than a few paces
up. He went back a ways and started up again,
hoping that the momentum could help him.
However, just as he was in view of the top, his
horse slipped and both tumbled down the side of
the hill until they lay in a tumbled heap at the
bottom never to rise more.
And so it was with all the noblemen who tried
the quest. They set out with money and cake and
wine and refused to give any of it away and took
the left hand fork. They came to the glass hill but
could not climb it and perished in the attempt or
gave up and wandered away, thinking they could
never return unsuccessful.
When the boy went to market, he saw the
proclamation and he knew that he must under-
take the quest to save the kingdom. He went
home to his mother and she gave him some
bread and water to sustain him on the journey
and gave him a few coppers.
He walked until he came to the old woman,
and she was not a stranger to him, but his
neighbor. “Give me some of your cake and
wine, young man, for I am starving.”
“I have only bread and water, but I will
share with you what I have.” But when he
opened his bag he found that it had changed
to cake and wine. After they had refreshed
themselves, the woman said to him, “I know
you search for the scroll of prosperity and
because you were kind to me, I will give you
advice. The scroll lies at the top of a hill of
glass. These three needles will help you climb
it.” The boy thanked her and went on his way.
He went on and further on until he came to
the young girl in rags, but she too was his
neighbor and not a stranger. “Give me one of
your golden coins, young man, for I need
medicine to heal my sick mother.”
“I have only a few coppers, but I will give
you them.”
But when he opened his bag, he saw that
the coppers had changed to gold. When the
girl took the coin from him she said, “Because
you have been kind to me, I will give you
advice. The scroll is guarded by two fierce
dogs. Give them these two loaves of bread and
they will ignore you.”
He thanked her and continued on his way.
He travelled until he came to the fork in
the road. There he saw the sign and read it.
“Why should I wish to go forward without
guidance?” he thought. “Of course I will take
the right hand fork.”
He came at long last to the glass hill. Taking
the needles, he set one into the side of the hill
and put his foot upon it. He set in the next and
put his foot upon that. He took the third, placed
it further up, and took a step upwards with the
first foot. In such a way he gained the top.
There was a chamber made all of glass with
two dogs, growling and barring their teeth,
outside of its door. The boy gave them the bread
and they became tame and let him pass. There,
on a table, sat the scroll. Without bothering to
read it, the boy took it up and climbed down the
hill and set off for home without further ado.
When he came into the town all of the people
were amazed.
“If the noblemen have not returned, how is it
that this young man has done so?”
The boy came straight to the king where he
gave him the scroll. But when the king opened it
there was no writing on it, only a picture of an
apple tree with ripe fruit hanging on the
branches.
“You have brought back the scroll,” he said,
“and are rightfully joint ruler of this kingdom.”
“But, your majesty, I did not achieve this quest
on my own. It was my two neighbors who gave me
advice of how to climb the hill and approach the
scroll. It was my mother who packed my bag with
food and coins. It was my grandmother's spirit
who helped me see what I must do to save the
kingdom. It was all of us who achieved this quest
and all of us who must rule.”
“But how can I do that?”
“Give all of your people access to the land and
food that they may feed themselves and use it as
they see fit. They will not fail you.”
But a nobleman at the king's right hand said,
“We cannot trust those people to make wise deci-
sions.”
And the king replied, “It was one of the people
who brought the scroll back to me. I will listen to
what he says.”
And so he granted communal access to the
land and stripped the nobles of their power. The
people learned to manage the land for them-
selves, to ensure that both the land and the
people had enough to make them grow strong.
And the kingdom began to prosper once more.
And if it has not fallen yet, it prospers still.
—Hilary Warner-Evans
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One of the things I have learned quicklyfrom my efforts with the Maine PeaceAction Committee is that it is incredi-
bly difficult to make change. You get worn out
(exhausted), run out of patience, wonder why
other people don’t see something the way you
do, why they are not as fired up about an issue
as you, etc. It is simply hard to mobilize and
sustain support for something. It can be the most
noble, just and obvious cause in the world and
you will still find resistance and apathy. But one
must not get down, but rather stay positive and
take lessons from other movements.
As an aspiring historian, I often take lessons
from the past. Obvious movements such as the
Civil Rights or anti-apartheid come to mind
immediately. There is a large literature on both
movements and countless other movements, yet I
am going to examine an ongoing movement that
has been largely marginalized/ignored. While the
more famous movements endured long years of
minimal success and cruel hardships, their
successes largely overshadow their years of little
success. By examining an ongoing movement
with minimal success to this point, I hope to offer
a stronger comprehension of the difficulties of
starting and sustaining a movement, as well as
contribute to current events awareness.
Emmanuel Jal was born around 1980 (exact
date unknown) in what would become South
Sudan. His father was active in the SPLA (Sudan
People’s Liberation Army) and Jal soon became a
child soldier. After dealing with nearly indescrib-
able circumstances—including seeing battle and
almost eating his best friend's dead corpse—
Emmanuel escaped his fate as a child soldier
when a foreign aid worker from Britain rescued
him. She paid for his education and through
making music he found peace; since then, he has
become a well-known hip-hop musician. A
particularly poignant line from one of his songs
goes: "Left home at the age of seven, one year
later with an AK-47." Emmnauel Jal has become
much more than a musician, though. He is a
global advocate for peace and for the people of
South Sudan and Africa at large. He has founded
organizations and charities such as GUA Africa,
WeWantPeace, and Lose to Win that seek to raise
funds for education in South Sudan and Africa at
large. In 2011, he celebrated exuberantly when
South Sudan voted for independence in a refer-
endum; his celebration, unfortunately, was short
lived.
The longstanding problem in South Sudan
has been the tribal tension between the Nuer and
Dinka peoples. In December 2013, violence
broke out in the capital city of Juba as a result of
Vice President Dr. Riek Machar (ethnic Nuer)
voicing displeasure with President Salva Kiir
(ethnic Dinka) who had assumed more personal
power and resisted democratic reforms that
Machar was calling for. President Kiir subse-
quently dismissed Machar as Vice President and
dissolved his cabinet, unarmed the Presidential
Guard, and then rearmed the Dinka members of
the Presidential Guard but not the Nuer. A fight
broke out as the Nuer Presidential Guards
protested this, and they then broke into in an
arms store and armed themselves. Over the next
few days the Presidential Militia hunted down
these Nuer Presidential Guards and other
Machar supporters. President Kiir announced
that a failed coup had taken place, led by Machar;
there has to be found any evidence that Dr. Riek
Machar had planned a
coup. The South
Sudanese civil war of
2013–2014 had begun
as intense violence
spread throughout the
nascent nation. The
conflict has claimed an
estimated 10,000 lives
and has displaced thou-
sands more. Despite a
ceasefire agreement in
January, conflict contin-
ues.
Emmanuel Jal has
been active condemn-
ing President Kiir since before violence broke out.
All over his social media websites Emmanuel Jal
has been pleading with the international commu-
nity to demand peace in South Sudan as well as
urging South Sudanese people to dispose of
President Kiir. Emmanuel Jal has hosted a
number of events such as the We Will Now event
in Toronto’s Civic Center, he organized a We
Want Peace educational tour in Calgary in part-
nership with Amnesty International, he has been
interviewed for various news agencies, has met
with Connie Abbe who is the head prosecutor of
the investigator of crime against civilians in
South Sudan, and has been spreading a petition
to demand an end to the violence in South
Sudan, asking the UN and major nations to inter-
vene. He has undoubtedly brought this horrible
development into a greater light and has certainly
helped in pressuring the UN and major nations to
intervene. Yet, despite his efforts, how many of
you even knew that South Sudan was now an
independent nation? Let alone in the midst of a
conflict?
I say this not to be pessimistic or condescend-
ing, quite the contrary. To be honest, this
conflict—like most conflicts around the world—
is simply another war that does not include
peoples with a cultural tie to America nor a
significant strategic interest for the United
States. Unlike say the Israeli-Palestinian
conflict, this conflict does not have major strate-
gic interests for the United States nor does it
involve a people strongly represented in
America who will demand intervention. As a
result, there is minimal coverage due to minimal
interest.
Emmanuel Jal’s uphill battle is indicative of
the struggle faced by numerous activists across
the globe; despite what you fight for, the story is
often the same. Unfortunately, not enough people
care about South Sudan today. They are content
with their lives, busy with other global develop-
ments, or are simply apathetic. But Emmanuel
Jal’s efforts serve a purpose. His unwavering
energy despite minimal success is vital.
Absolutely vital. Movements need highly moti-
vated people who continuously bang their heads
against a wall until they finally make progress.
You have to keep at it, keep demanding change,
educating people, pressuring governments, and
motivating people. While Mr. Jal has not led the
world into global peace, or ended conflict in
South Sudan, he has nevertheless inspired many
with his story and educated countless; count me
as one of them. This is invaluable. While it may
be easy for someone in his shoes, even himself, to
be discouraged, mad, or frustrated, his efforts
have been hugely significant. Who knows how
much worse the situation could be now if not for
his efforts in publicizing the horrific civilian
killings, undemocratic processes, and tribal
targeting.
Change is a difficult process, but it needs
continued efforts in the face of minimal or no
victories. One cannot become discouraged.
Spreading the word and engaging in dialogue is
not pointless, it’s just the beginning, or the first
step. Change comes slowly, but it does speed up
with every new, high-energy participant. So for
those of you who feel you are not making
progress, please reconsider. You are making a
difference. A huge difference.
—Michael Bailey
NELSON MANDELA:
HIS MEANING FOR US TODAY
Page 12 MPAC Newsletter
When Nelson Mandeladied on December 5,2013 at the age of
95, the outpouring of praise
from the political and economic
power elite and establishment
media figures around the world
was overwhelming. Mandela
was often described as the
world’s most admired human
being. In larger-than-life terms,
he was lionized, romanticized,
and praised in the highest
terms. As President Barack
Obama stated, in his tribute to
Mandela upon learning of his
death, Mandela was such an
incredible man, not only for us,
but now for the ages.
In many ways, such praise is encouraging in
our age when the wealthy and powerful, usually
lacking any admirable values, are held up by their
mass media as our success stories and worthy of
our emulation. In a world with such dehumaniz-
ing, violent, and unjust images and unworthy role
models, the overwhelming praise for Mandela is
hopeful. His was a life of dedicated struggle for
freedom, self-sacrifice, suffering, courage, and
admirable moral, economic, and political values. 
The Hypocritical Repackaging of
Mandela as Celebrity
In other ways, such praise is hollow, hypocritical,self-serving, and troubling, especially when
uttered so easily by many who condemned
Mandela during his lifetime of struggles for free-
dom and who continue to uphold the most anti-
Mandela priorities and values. The wealthy and
powerful, so lavish in their praise for Mandela
and his admirable values and self-sacrifice,
conveniently fail to mention how our economic
and political elite favored white apartheid, racist
South Africa and classified Mandela as a “terror-
ist.” During the Nixon Administration, the
Kissinger Doctrine singled out white supremacist,
apartheid South Africa as one of our key, global,
pivotal allies. In the 1980s, President Ronald
Reagan and Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher
opposed the anti-apartheid divestment move-
ment, despised the “terrorist” Mandela, and
opposed his release from prison. Dick Cheney,
Secretary of Defense and later Vice President
under George Bush, was extreme in expressing his
hatred and contempt for Mandela, and he
viciously labeled Mandela a terrorist who should
not be freed from prison.
In general, those with corporate economic,
political, and military power in the U.S. identified
with the anti-Mandela white power elite in South
Africa, who were pro-Western, anti-Communist,
and provided access to South Africa’s diamonds
and other vast economic resources and their
exploited labor.  Indeed, our dignitaries, who now
profess such admiration for Nelson Mandela,
conveniently fail to note that he remained on the
U.S. terrorist list until 2008, even while he served
as President of South Africa’s first multiracial
democratic government!
The U.S. and global power elite now praises
Mandela by emphasizing his great humanity and
his ability to forgive his enemies, even those who
imprisoned him for 27 years. However, they do a
Mandela makeover, ignoring the real Mandela
and his values. They conveniently omit his radi-
cal critique of U.S. and other unjust relations of
domination, corporate capitalism, imperialism,
inequality and exploitation, militarism and war
making, racism and other forms of oppression.
It is important to distinguish between celebrat-
ing Mandela, in which there is so much to cele-
brate in appropriating what we can learn and
apply from his life and his values, and packaging
and commodifying him as a celebrity. This is simi-
lar to what has happened to Martin Luther King,
Jr., seen most clearly on the annual King Day
celebrations marking his birthday, in which King
is selectively repackaged as a kind of Hallmark
Greeting Card, and those with anti-King values,
priorities, and policies can so easily and shame-
lessly praise this great man. In reducing Nelson
Mandela to a celebrity, those with power, who
define how we should celebrate Mandela, selec-
tively celebrate, soften, and depoliticize a
completely political person who repeatedly
proclaimed that “the struggle is my life.” We get a
fake, comfortable, depoliticized Mandela as icon,
not a real complex human being with strengths
and weaknesses. We do not get his real legacy,
which should focus on his central message of the
need to dedicate our lives to the long struggle for
freedom, justice, and equality.
What exacerbates this problem of the power-
ful reducing Mandela to a lovable, forgiving,
depoliticized, safe celebrity is the widespread
global yearning of so many who suffer, including
many exploited, oppressed, and impoverished
South Africans, to regard the very human leader
as a kind of Messiah figure. We find a powerful
Messianic, redemption politics, with the leader
presented as a larger-than-life deified figure, and
this easily plays into the larger-
than-life celebrity status. In
fairness, Nelson Mandela also
contributed to the transforma-
tion of Mandela as celebrity
especially during the last two
decades of his life. Partially
based on very practical calcu-
lations, but also enhanced by
some personality weaknesses,
Mandela, for all of his integrity
and admirable values, enjoyed
being flattered and enjoyed
rubbing shoulders with and
being praised by media celebri-
ties, entertainment stars, the
rich and the powerful.
Therefore, in assessing the
meaning and significance of Nelson Mandela for
us today, we are confronted with many contradic-
tory questions: Which Nelson Mandela? Which
Mandela narrative? What Mandela values and
legacy? Do we accept the misleading and often
completely false Mandela narrative, promoted by
those with wealth and power and with their anti-
Mandela values and policies, and in which
Mandela is reduced to a celebrated celebrity? Do
we accept a kind of depoliticized and disempow-
ering narrative in which Mandela is celebrated as
a kind of Messianic leader who will save us and
overcome the widespread evil and injustice? Or
do we accept a Mandela narrative, more consis-
tent with how he actually viewed his life and
struggles and more consistent with the values and
commitments of a remarkable but also flawed
human being; a profound and complex narrative
that we can selectively appropriate and reformu-
late in ways that are contextually relevant to our
peace and justice struggles?
The Real Mandela and His Legacy
My original intention was to develop each ofthe following Mandela topics in this article.
However, because of space limitations, I’ll do
little more than delineate a list of such topics that
address the meaning and significance of Nelson
Mandela for us today.
1. Nelson Mandela was most concerned with the
suffering of the most disadvantaged, those living
under the greatest injustice. He was primarily a
revolutionary, a freedom fighter for equality and
justice. He reacted strongly against injustice,
and one of his frequent responses was “This isn’t
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right.” As he developed as a freedom fighter
against injustice, he developed his remarkable
capacity for self-control, controlling his
emotions, self-discipline, strength of will, focus,
and seeing the world with its injustices clearly so
that one could respond intelligently and most
effectively.
2. Mandela emphasized the central importance of
core principles and values. One could then work
out appropriate tactics and strategy. He was a
radical egalitarian, who believed in the core
principle that everyone should have equal
rights. During the 1980s while in prison and
after his release on February 11, 1990, he
focused on the core principle that South Africa
should become a multiracial, democratic,
constitutional, unified nation with a one-
person, one-vote basis.
3. Although he experienced so much racism, clas-
sism, exploitation, injustice, humiliation, and
inhumanity, Nelson Mandela believes that
human beings are basically good. He was always
trying to see the good in others. This was central
to his remarkable focus on forgiveness. Evil was
not innate. Not only are human beings basically
good, but also if you approach them as if they are
good, this will be more likely to bring out the
best in them.
4. In contrast to our dominant Western view of the
separate individual with one’s individualistic
orientation, Mandela emphasizes the basic
interconnectedness and unity of life. This is
often expressed through the African concept of
Ubuntu. I am an integral part of a meaningful
whole, and I am human only in relation to
others. This was part of the tribal decision-
making process of Mandela’s youth, in which
group consensus was valued over conflict; in his
view of his African National Congress as a
collective, in which others were “comrades” and
part of a unified community; and his emphasis
on restorative justice, forgiveness, depersonaliz-
ing evil, and struggling for freedom, justice, and
equality in which each one of us can realize our
true interconnected unity with others.
5. Although Mandela should be seen as a freedom
fighter in the tradition of Mahatma Gandhi,
who spent 21 years in South Africa, and Martin
Luther King, Jr., he did not fully endorse their
views of nonviolence. Although Mandela
personally disliked violence, he disagreed with
earlier African National Congress policies
upholding nonviolence starting with its found-
ing in 1912; the position of Chief Albert
Luthuli, the proponent of nonviolence and head
of the ANC, who had been awarded the Nobel
Peace Prize in 1960, as was Mandela in 1993;
and the philosophies of Gandhi and King, both
of whom he greatly admired. For Mandela,
nonviolence is not an absolute principle, philos-
ophy, or way of life. In different contexts, where
nonviolence is not possible or effective, the use
of violence may be justified.
Contextualized Limits and Mandela
Controversies
Nelson Mandela’s real life and legacy raiseserious, difficult questions about the need to
understand the specific contexts within which
Mandela and we live and how these contexts
reveal real limits of what we can achieve. These
contextual power structures, relations, and limits
are both limiting and enabling. From his youth
and throughout his life, Nelson Mandela was will-
ing to take big risks, defy authority, challenge or
evade status quo limitations, and radically change
his own positions. But there were always real
economic, political, military, cultural, and histor-
ical limitations on his remarkable achievements.
In other words, in dealing with the real world,
and not some utopian world of his imagination,
Nelson Mandela had many personal and political
setbacks, and he was necessarily limited in the
extent to which he and his comrades could
reshape their South African world in ways that
reflected his vision, ideals, and values.
It is certainly open to controversy and debate
with regard to where Nelson Mandela understood
the changing limits
throughout his life,
and whether he rede-
fined his positions in
the most adequate
ways. A small sample
of such topics on
contextual limits
would include the
following: Mandela’s
earlier anti-white,
Africanist view of the
African National
Conference as only
open to blacks and his
later formulations of a
multiracial ANC and
South Africa; his
earlier anti-
Communist views
and exclusion of
Communists from the
ANC and his later
embrace of important
Communists as
among his mentors
and closest comrades in the ANC; his conclusion
that policies of nonviolence had become ineffec-
tive and suicidal, with his launching of the
Umkhonto we Sizwe (MK, the Spear of the
Nation) in 1961 as the arm of the ANC dedicated
to armed struggle directed at weakening the hold
of the white apartheid regime; his conclusion
while in prison that the liberation forces could
not defeat the white racist regime through armed
struggle, with his subsequent decision, made
completely on own his own and defying the ANC
positions on negotiating and its position on
collective leadership, that he would negotiate on
his own with representative of the white power
structure; and most controversially, in my view,
his secret meetings and negotiations with the
most powerful white economic leaders after his
release from prison that led to radical shifts in his
own values and policies.
The ongoing debate often focuses on what
limits necessitated changes in values, priorities,
and policies and which changes were not neces-
sary but reflected disastrous shifts, concessions,
Mandela
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and even betrayals. This is very significant in
terms of Mandela’s ineffectiveness in realizing
many of his major goals during his Presidency and
especially his post-apartheid, independent South
Africa with growing class inequality, incredible
poverty and frustration and violence among the
black masses, and continuing white power and
privilege and rapid emergence of a corrupt,
wealthy, black elite. What happened to
Mandela’s progressive agenda?
Through his secret meetings and negotiations
with the white power elite, with all of their
carrots and sticks, Mandela accepted loan
arrangements with the International Monetary
Fund and its structural adjustment requirements,
endorsed what has been labeled as “the U.S.
Consensus Plan,” and adopted policies of neolib-
eralism promoted by globalized corporate capital-
ism. The results for the overwhelming majority of
South Africa have been disastrous.
In fairness, the situation that confronted
Mandela was very complex and daunting with
South Africa’s large debt; the collapse of the
Soviet Union and the aggression of triumphalist
globalized capitalism; the fact that Mandela and
the ANC were part of a freedom movement with
limited knowledge of economics and of the poli-
tics of running a nation; and, most importantly,
Mandela’s understandable immediate priority of
avoiding a likely civil war, with an incredible
bloodbath, and creating a unified, multiracial,
democratic nation that would not repeat the
patterns of extreme divisiveness, dictatorship,
tribalism, religious hatred and violence, and
genocide found through Africa.
It is easy to second guess and have a critical
analysis in hindsight, recognizing what has
happened to South Africa and the globalized
world, but it is fair to ask whether Nelson
Mandela was pressured, flattered, and seduced by
those with dominant power in ways that greatly
sabotaged and subverted his vision, core values,
and priorities, often expressed upon his release
from prison and to the end of his life. Mandela is
often praised for adopting a more “mature” and
realistic “pragmatism,” but questions remain as to
whether he compromised too much and unwisely
gave away concessions that were not pragmati-
cally necessary. Did he give such a high priority to
overcoming the fears of whites and winning over
their trust that he deemphasized his previous
emphasis on the needs of the exploited and disad-
vantaged masses and what was needed for radical
changes in the unjust power relations? And,
perhaps most troubling, did he betray the faith he
had always had in the power of revolutionary
struggle of the freedom movement to bring about
the societal changes at the heart of his vision,
values, and priorities? Did he instead attempt,
rather successfully, to control and subvert Chris
Hani and other revolutionaries in the ANC and
the revolutionary mass struggle of which he had
been such an inspirational leader? Such questions
were raised earlier by those who disagreed with
Mandela’s changing priorities and policies at the
time, and they are increasingly raised by his
comrades who now question whether they had
betrayed their earlier confidence in the power of
the people and were too eager to reach reac-
tionary unjust agreements with those with domi-
nant power globally and in South Africa.
UMaine and Mandela
Apartheid is a Dutch Afrikaans word in SouthAfrica meaning “separateness.”  It was the
name used for an economic, political, legal, and
social system of the separation and control of
black Africans and other nonwhites by the domi-
nant white minority. It finally became the official
system of apartheid or “separate development” of
the Afrikaner National Party that ruled South
Africa from 1948 until 1994.
Educating ourselves and others about the
system of apartheid, showing solidarity with the
liberation movement in South Africa and
throughout the world, and exposing U.S. and
University of Maine complicity in profiting from
apartheid became major issues at UMaine, start-
ing in the late 1970s and continuing for a decade.
We had an MPAC South Africa subcommittee
that met every week and planned numerous
activities, and the Maine Peace Action Committee
Newsletter contains numerous articles document-
ing different stages of this struggle for peace and
justice. At UMaine, the anti-apartheid move-
ment involved doing research and
raising consciousness; arranging
numerous South African speakers,
films, and cultural programs; and
engaging in dialogue, lobbying,
demonstrations, marches, and sit-ins.
In 1982, UMaine (and the Maine
System) agreed to divest all of their
holdings in corporations and banks
doing business in South Africa (one-
third of our principle portfolio). We
became one the first ten universities
in the U.S. to divest completely! It
took six more years of intense organ-
izing and struggle before the semi-
private University of Maine
Foundation agreed to divest its large
holdings in apartheid South Africa.
We had the sense of a spectacular,
rare, significant, and meaningful
victory.
It’s interesting to note, especially
in light of the dominant Mandela
narrative of the mass media, that
Nelson Mandela was not the focus of
our many lectures by South Africans
and others, films, plays, articles, demonstrations,
and demands. The focus was on the history,
economics, and racism of the apartheid system,
the many components of the freedom movement,
U.S. and UMaine unjust complicity, and what we
could do to change this. We, of course, were
always aware of Mandela’s imprisonment, and
when he was dramatically released from prison,
we held our own huge, wonderful celebration in
the Memorial Union. I recall reading some of
Mandela’s heroic and defiant speech at the
Ravonia Trial in 1964 before his imprisonment.
This included his words that he was prepared to
die for freedom that so inspired us: “I have fought
against white domination, and I have fought
against black domination.” Mandela continued:
“I have cherished the ideal of a democratic and
free society in which all persons live together in
harmony and with equal opportunities. It is an
ideal which I hope to live for and to achieve. But
if needs be, it is an ideal for which I am prepared
to die.” 
In 1990, after his dramatic release from prison,
Nelson Mandela went on a tour of the United
States that included being honored at a huge
evening gathering at Yankee Stadium in New
York. A group of us, who had been anti-apartheid
activists for many years, gathered during the day
Mandela
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at a small church for workshops and celebrations.
Suddenly, much to our surprise, Nelson Mandela
appeared, much to the overwhelming tearful and
joyful responses of the activists. I’ll always
remember his words. “Tonight, all of the famous
influential politicians and dignitaries will praise
me. However, I want you to know that I’ll never
forget who my real friends are, those who strug-
gled all those years against the apartheid system
and for my freedom.” In the last years of his life,
Mandela made similar kinds of statements.
Mandela Gives Us Hope
While preparing several Nelson Mandelatalks after his death and in writing this arti-
cle, it has struck me how most students and
community members easily admire Mandela and
his message and genuinely believe in equality,
freedom, democracy, and the need to overcome
the injustices and oppressions of economic
exploitation, racism, sexism, and environmental
destruction. But we feel powerless and are so
easily discouraged and often cynical. When one
begins to appreciate what Mandela went through,
his suffering and sacrifice and long struggle, it
really puts into perspective how easily we become
discouraged, feel hopeless, and give up.
This gets at the real legacy of Nelson Mandela
and his meaning for us today. Mandela leaves us
with a legacy of hope; that even in the darkest of
times, we can live meaningful value-based lives of
integrity and bring about dramatic, qualitative
changes in the unjust status quo. Mandela shows
us that we can live lives of admirable courage,
even when we have deep fears and insecurities, as
he often had. In an age when we are socialized to
desire instant rewards and gratifications, Mandela
teaches us the necessary value of disciplined will
power and perseverance, as evidenced in the title
of his autobiography, Long Walk to Freedom, and in
his frequent declarations that we must view what
we are doing “in the long run.” In an age when I
am socialized to view myself as separate, isolated
I-me, egotistic individual, who lives in an adver-
sarial world of win-lose competitions and learns
to calculate what is in my own narrow self-inter-
est, Mandela teaches us that such aggressive self-
interested individualism is false and destructive;
that I am really an integral part of interconnected
unified wholes in which others are a necessary
part of who I am and how I can live a meaningful
life. Mandela shows us the core importance of
having worthy principles and values, of clarifying
what we really believe, and then, as he quoted
Gandhi, “Be the change you seek.” Mandela’s
legacy and meaning for us today, as informed by
the topics delineated in the second section of this
article, teaches us that while dedicating our lives
to struggles for justice based on living lives of
integrity with worthy values and ideals, we can
also reach out to others with a sprit of forgiveness,
truth, and reconciliation.
So what is Nelson Mandela’s legacy for us
today? We know the legacy being presented to us
of the establishment, depoliticized, commodified
and branded Mandela as celebrity. But there is so
much more to the real
Mandela, as a truly incredible
but also flawed human being,
his remarkable achievements,
and his hopeful, significant,
and relevant message today. It
is now up to us to understand,
appreciate, and selectively
appropriate what is of lasting
value in Mandela’s vision,
values, and ideals and to
contextualize his legacy in
ways that inspire us, give us
hope, and inform our lives as
integral to an action-oriented
interconnected movement
working for a much better
world.
—Doug Allen 
Mandela
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